Division(s) affected: Faringdon

DELEGATEDDECISIONSBY CABINET MEMBER FOR TRANSPORT

03 SEPTEMBER 2026

FARINGDON: A417 LECHLADE ROAD - PROPOSED TRAFFIC

CALMING RELOCATION

Report by Director of Environment and Highways

RECOMMENDATION

The Cabinet Member is RECOMMENDED to:

a) Approve the relocation of the existing speed cushion traffic calming

feature on the A417 Lechlade Road in Faringdon, as advertised.

Executive Summary

1.

This report presents comments received to a statutory consultation —and the
subsequentresponse to objectionsfrom County Council Officers —on proposals
to relocate the existing speed cushion traffic calming feature on the A417
Lechlade Road in Faringdon (currently located 35 metres northwest of the
junction with Canada Lane), approx.14 metres north-westwards from its current
location — as shown in Annex 1.

The proposals have been putforward as a resultof s278 works in relation to the
development of adjacent land at Faringdon Infant School, including the
demolition of existing buildings and redevelopment of the site to provide a
Special Educational Needs and Disabilities (SEND) School, with associated
alternations to site access for parking.

Corporate Policies and Priorities

3.

These proposals actively support the three priorities identified within the newly
adopted ‘Oxfordshire Strategic Plan 2025-2028’ which are listed below:

(1) Greener Oxfordshire — “We want our communities to enjoy clean air,
access to green space, and safe and sustainable ways to move
around. This means reducing traffic congestion and investing in public
transport, cycling and walking; protecting our natural environment;
and helping Oxfordshire respond and adapt to a changing climate.”



(2) Fairer Oxfordshire — “We want all our residents to benefit from the
advantages our county has to offer. This means supporting a local
economy that benefits everyone; assisting people who face
challenges in finding work; making our services as easy to access as
possible; and helping communities in need.”

(3) Healthier Oxfordshire — “We want all our residents to be happy,
healthy and safe. This means helping children get the best start in
life; creating opportunities for young people to reach their full
potential; supporting older people to age well and stay independent
for as long as possible; and encouraging everyone to make healthy
choices.”

Financial Implications

4.

Funding for consultation on the proposals has been received directly from the
developer, with the relevant agreements in place for them to also fund
implementation if approved.

Finance has completed a high-level review of this report. As no financial figures
or costings were included, this sign off is limited to confirming thatthe narrative
is reasonable based on the information provided. Service area Officers
therefore take responsibility for confirming the funding arrangements, validating
the financial position & underlying data independently from Finance.

Comments checked by:
Andrew Price — Interim Business Partnering Accountant
Andrew.Price@Oxfordshire.gov.uk

Legal Implications

6.

The consultation that has been undertaken complies with the consultation
requirements for the various elements as required by law including under the
Highways Act 1980, and any other relevant legislation.

The scheme hasbeen promoted by Oxfordshire County Councilasthe Highway
Authority and Traffic Authority under the Highways Act 1980, and the Traffic
Management Act 2004.

Comments checked by:
Jennifer Crouch — Principal Solicitor (Regulatory)
Jennifer.Crouch@Oxfordshire.qov.uk



mailto:Andrew.Price@Oxfordshire.gov.uk
mailto:Jennifer.Crouch@Oxfordshire.gov.uk

Staff Implications

8.

There are no negative staff implications — with the appraisal of the proposals,
as well as the consultation process having been undertaken by Officers from
the ‘Highway Agreements Central’,and ‘TRO & Schemes’teams as part of their
regular day-to-day duties, with no additional or negative impact on capacity
expected.

Equality & Inclusion Implications

8.

No negative implications in respect of equalities or inclusion have been
identified in respect of the proposals.

Sustainability Implications

9.

The proposals have been put forward to help improve road safety in the area,
as the existing traffic humps are adjacent to one of the new proposed
accesses. The relocation will help avoid vehicles tilting on turning into the
school, and also aims to maintain the existing level of traffic calming in the
area.

Risk Management

10.

No potential significanthealth and safety or service provision risks, or potentially
significant financial impacts have been identified in these proposals.

Formal Consultation

11.

12.

13.

Formal consultation was carried outbetween 01 Julyand 31 July 2026. A notice
was published in the Oxfordshire Herald Series newspaper,and an email was
sent to statutory consultees & key-stakeholders, including Thames Valley
Police, the Fire & Rescue Service, Ambulance service, Bus operators,
countywide transport/access & disabled peoples user groups, Vale of White
Horse District Council, relevant local District Councillors, Faringdon Town
Council,and the local County Councillor representing the Faringdon division.

During the course of the formal consultation, 11 responses were received via
the online survey, with one in support, three partially supporting/raising
concerns, six objecting, and one raising no objection/no opinion.

Additionally, a further ten emails were received directly — with Faringdon Town
Council offering their support, Thames Valley Police not objecting, and three
local residents raising concerns & five local residents objecting — generally



14.

highlighting issues regarding road safety in the wider-area, alongside their
views on the specific proposals.

The full responses are shown in Annex 2, and copies of the original responses
are available forinspection by County Councillors. Any comments received that
Officers identify as containing personal abuse and/orother personalinformation
will be redacted as appropriate.

Officer Response to Objections/Concerns

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

Officers stress that the proposals are not adding new additional traffic calming
features, but rather relocating the existing humps that will become an issue due
to being located in the vehicle turning arcs of the approved new school access
junction.

The relocation will help ensure smooth and safe turning of trafficintothe school.
Speed increase when driving into town after the relocated humps is not
anticipated as there is a series of speed humps on Lechlade Road pastjunction
with Canada Lane.

Speed is limited to 30mph along Lechlade Road when driving towards town, at
the gateway into Faringdon and furtherto the 20mph speed limit there is a set
of speed humps on the stretch to the mini roundabout at Gravel Walk and
Gloucester Street. The speed humps have been builtto encourage drivers to
reduce their speed to pass over the humps safely, with expected resultant
driving keeping the speed under the 20mph limit.

The new junction causing the relocation of the speed humps is an entry only
access which is expected to have smooth flow of traffic into the school. The
school has provision for parking and drop-off within the school yard, which
reduces the likelihood of vehicles parkingand dropping off from Lechlade Road.

In terms of road safety, the scheme has and will be subjected to Road Safety
Audits at various stages — as guided by the Design Manual for Roads and
Bridges (DMRB) GG119 Road safety audit.

Officers note the wider concerns regarding vehicle speeds & road safety in the
area, and whilst these sit outside the scope of these specific proposals, they
have been passed to Officers in the Traffic & Road Safety team for separate
appraisal & consideration.

In relation to the Town Councils requestthatany planned works be undertaken
during the night (and for one lane to remain open at a time) — whilst this clearly
depends on approval being given for the proposal, Officers note that any such
request would be considered by the Street Works team at the appropriate time.



Paul Fermer

Director of Environment and Highways

Annex(es):

Background papers:
Other Documents:

Contact Officer(s):

September 2026

Annex 1: Location plan
Annex 2: Technical details plan
Annex 3: Consultation responses

n/a
n/a

Clever Safurawu (Engineer — Highway Agreements
South)

Ryan Moore (Technical Lead Engineer — Highway
Agreements South)
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A. Email responses:

ANNEX 3

RESPONDENT

COMMENTS

(e1) Traffic Management
Officer, (Thames Valley
Police)

No objection

(e2) Faringdon Town
Council

Support — Faringdon Town Council is supportive of the proposed scheme but would appreciate the works being
undertaken during the night and for one lane to remain open at a time (if at all possible) to avoid disruption in the
area.

(e3) Email response,
(unknown)

Concerns — Whilst the proposal to instal extra speed 'cushions' in view of the adjacent development is
understandable, to remove those already in place would not only be an additional expense, but would give
motorists an unwelcome opportunity to speed up even more than they already do between the junction with
Canada Lane and the junction with the A4095.

(e4) Local resident,
(Faringdon, Lechlade
Road)

Object — As long-standing residents of Lechlade Road, we are raising urgent concerns about traffic speeds
outside our homes and the safety risks this poses to the community, particularly with the new school opening
directly opposite us.

We wrote to the council some years ago warning that without proper traffic calming, it was only a matter of time
before something serious happened on this stretch. Since then, traffic has grown considerably heavier, and we
feel the situation has now reached a critical point.

1. Concerns about the Tilbury Douglas proposal

We have looked at the development plans and are concerned that Tilbury Douglas appears to be taking the
cheapest possible route. The sketch simply moves one existing, largely ineffective speed cushion so it no longer
sits across their new entrance. Neither the contractor nor the council seems to have carried out a proper road
safety assessment for this stretch when the plans were approved. Shifting an already inadequate feature to make
way for a new access point does nothing to protect the public or address the wider traffic hazard here.




2. The current speed bumps do not work

The existing speed bumps are largely ineffective. HGVs and large lorries simply straddle them and pass over
almost flat, at speed. Motorcyclists routinely ride straight through the gap in the middle without slowing at all.
From around 6am, heavy lorries thundering over these cushions send vibrations through our houses strong
enough to shake them, and our neighbours feel it too.

3. This stretch has become a racetrack

Drivers use this straight section of Lechlade Road as an acceleration lane. Coming off the mini-roundabout at
Gravel Walk, vehicles accelerate hard past Canada Lane and Woodview, reaching full speed right outside our
homes, especially in summer when motorbikes and sports cars really open up. Coming the other way into
Faringdon, vehicles often hold speeds of 35-50mph until the very last moment before the roundabout. Pulling out
of our own driveways has become genuinely dangerous, with impatient drivers honking and swerving close past
us. The toll on pets and wildlife has already been heavy: our own cat was badly injured, and we know of at least
two neighbours' cats killed on this road.

The risk to pupils at the new SEND school is especially worrying. We have witnessed two cars written off and a
frightening near-miss involving a child, and our own daughter is now scared to cross the road outside our house.
It feels like only a matter of time before a child is hurt. Given that the school opposite is for pupils with special
educational needs and disabilities, who can be prone to running off or reacting unpredictably to loud engine
noise, the danger from high-speed traffic is even greater.

4, The previous speed survey was flawed

When speeds were monitored a few years ago in response to our earlier complaints, the cables were placed too
close to the mini-roundabout, where traffic had already slowed to around 20mph. This gave misleadingly low
results. For an accurate picture, we would ask that monitoring cables be placed in two more realistic locations:
just after entering Faringdon past Woodview Road, where incoming vehicles often approach 50mph, and directly
opposite the new school entrance near 56 Lechlade Road, where speeds regularly reach 35-40mph.

5. What we think needs to happen

Other roads nearby, such as Coxwell Road, Highworth Road and London Street, already have 20mph limits, but
a sign alone will not work here. The road is too straight and simply invites speeding without physical measures to
back it up. We would urge a staggered chicane combined with a full-width raised table outside the school
entrance, since a full-width table stops HGVs and motorbikes from dodging round it, and a properly enforced
20mph zone from Woodview Road to Canada Lane, backed by physical calming rather than signage alone.




6. Our legal concerns

Under Section 39 of the Road Traffic Act 1988, highway authorities have a statutory duty to study accidents and
take steps to prevent collisions when roads are altered. Under the Corporate Manslaughter and Corporate
Homicide Act 2007, both the council and a corporate developer such as Tilbury Douglas owe a duty of care
around safety management. Where those responsible are aware of a serious hazard and opt for the cheapest fix
rather than a proper risk assessment, a resulting fatality caused by a gross breach of that duty could expose the
organisation to prosecution. So that the corporate team at TD do not claim lack of knowledge of the issue, we
have notified the entire group so that they may decide among themselves who is responsible for actioning this
(and so avoid the corporate Grenfell Tower fiasco).

We are raising this formally now so there is a clear record that the council and Tilbury Douglas were warned, in
writing, of the specific hazards on this road, the inadequacy of the current measures, the flaws in the earlier
survey, and the added vulnerability of children attending the new SEND school. Should a serious or fatal incident
occur here involving a child, resident or member of the public, we will submit this letter to the Police, the Health
and Safety Executive and other relevant bodies as evidence that the risk was foreseen and not acted upon.

(e5) Local resident,
(Faringdon, Lechlade
Road)

Concerns — we are writing to express our serious concerns about the referenced proposal.

Traffic speeds on this section of Lechlade Road have become increasingly excessive, creating significant safety
risks for residents, pedestrians and road users, particularly with the new SEND school opening opposite.

The proposal appears to focus solely on accommodating the Tilbury Douglas development rather than
addressing the underlying road safety issues. Simply relocating an existing speed cushion does not provide any
meaningful improvement to safety.

The existing speed cushions are ineffective. HGVs can straddle them with little reduction in speed, motorcycles
routinely pass through the centre gap, and heavy vehicles generate significant vibration for nearby properties.

Vehicle speeds leaving Faringdon are particularly concerning. Drivers frequently accelerate from the Gravel Walk
mini-roundabout, and speeds at the allotment turning on Lechlade Road create a significant hazard. Without
effective traffic calming, a serious collision at this junction is inevitable. The opening of the new SEND school only
reinforces the need for urgent action.




A 20mph limit alone will not be effective on this long, straight road. We believe physical traffic-calming measures
are required, including a staggered chicane on the approach out of Faringdon, a full-width raised table outside
the school, and a properly enforced 20mph zone between Woodview Road and Canada Lane.

Given the clear and foreseeable safety risks, we request that a comprehensive, independent road safety
assessment is undertaken before the proposals are finalised.

Please confirm receipt of this email and advise what consideration will be given to introducing effective traffic-
calming measures, including a staggered chicane and full-width raised table, to improve safety for all road users.

(e6) Local resident,
(Faringdon, Turnbull
Close)

Concerns — In my opinion, and having been a resident on Lechlade Road for more than 10 years, this proposal
will be wholly inadequate in terms of managing or calming traffic speed on Lechlade Road. Simply moving a
speed hump some 15m is not going to have the desired or necessary effect of improving road safety. It is
common knowledge (and those working on the Tilbury Douglas site will be well aware by now) that HGVs simply
straddle the speed humps and generally make no attempt to reduce speed. Motorbikes regularly go straight
through the middle which is obviously highly dangerous as the road drops away quite quickly. There is warning of
a hidden entrance on the LHS from the allotments leaving Faringdon of which most drivers are unaware and take
no notice. And all this before the SEND school opens.

| am fearful that once the school opens there will be an accident given the combination of traffic on the road and
vulnerable pupils. | appreciate that the architects intend that the school gates are opened and closed
appropriately to ensure children are contained within a safe environment. But this will take time and many drivers
are impatient. | would have thought that a chicane would help, as is the case in many other towns and villages
around here. Or a traffic island to help pedestrians cross the road safely. But however this is resolved, | do not
think that the proposal to move a single speed hump will have the slightest effect on improving road safety.

It would be helpful to understand what research Tilbury Douglas or the OCC has done in order to develop this
proposal. Could this be published please?

(e7) Local resident,
(Faringdon, Lechlade
Road)

Object — Had | had the opportunity to comment on the re-location of the school entrance to a position directly
opposite my driveway then | would have done. The location of the entrance materially and adversely affects my
ability to use my driveway safely for the following reasons:




* Parents and carers bringing children to a SEND school can reasonably be expected to require longer dwell
times at the kerbside than at a mainstream school, including for assisted transfers and supervised handovers.
Vehicles stopping or idling directly opposite my driveway will obstruct my sightlines and, at times, my physical
ability to enter or exit my property.

« If vehicles are permitted to park on the road opposite the new entrance (as is common near school gates at
drop-off and collection times), this will obstruct my view of approaching traffic when | need to reverse or emerge
from my driveway, creating a real risk of collision, particularly given the volume of pedestrians — including
children with additional needs — likely to be in the vicinity at those times.

» Unlike general on-street parking, this obstruction will occur twice daily, on every school day, at the times when |
am also most likely to need to use my driveway, compounding the risk rather than presenting an occasional
inconvenience.

| am unsure how much assessment there was of the interaction between school-related vehicle movements and
residents' access needs, but the re-location of this entrance to a SEND school directly opposite a driveway used
by owners of four houses is surprising.

| also object to the proposal to move the existing speed hump away from the new entrance by approximately 14
metres. The purpose of a traffic calming feature of this kind is to reduce vehicle speeds at the specific point
where the risk to pedestrians — here, children, including some with additional needs affecting their road
awareness — is at its greatest. That point is self-evidently the school entrance itself, where children will be
crossing to and from the site.

Relocating the hump 14 metres away from the entrance removes the speed-reducing effect from precisely the
location where it is most needed, and instead allows vehicles to approach the crossing point at higher speed,
potentially having already passed over the hump and accelerated again before reaching the entrance. This
appears to run directly contrary to the safety rationale that presumably justified the hump's original position, and |
am not aware of any published traffic or road safety assessment justifying the relocation on safety grounds.

| would ask that the speed hump remain at, or immediately adjacent to, the new entrance, rather than being
moved away from it, and that the Council provide the safety assessment or engineering justification (if any) relied
upon in proposing the relocation.

| would also note that the humps do not appear to be particularly effective as lorries, vans and farm vehicles are
able to straddle the hump and motorcyclists able to avoid them entirely. | believe it would be more effective to




have a series of humps that straddle the entire width of the road for, say, 20 metres either side of the school
entrance.

Taken together, these two issues compound one another: an entrance generating additional stopping, dropping-
off and parking activity directly opposite my driveway, combined with a traffic calming measure moved away from
that same entrance, will increase both the volume of obstruction | face and the speed of passing traffic at the
point where | need to see it clearly to exit safely. | do not consider that the interests of residents such as myself,
whose daily use of their own property will be directly affected, have been adequately addressed in the proposals
as they currently stand.

| would be grateful if the Council would:

* record this letter as a formal objection to the proposal described above;

* note my concerns about the re-location of the school entrance;

« confirm what is proposed in the event that vehicles dropping off or picking up children block my driveway or that
of my neighbours;

« provide details of any highway safety or traffic assessment carried out in respect of the entrance relocation and
the proposed 14-metre relocation of the speed hump; and

» confirm how residents directly affected, including myself, will be consulted before any final decision is made.

(e8) Local resident,
(Faringdon, Lechlade
Road)

Object — As long-standing residents of Lechlade Road, we are raising urgent concerns about traffic speeds
outside our homes and the safety risks this poses to the community, particularly with the new school opening
directly opposite us.

We wrote to the council some years ago warning that without proper traffic calming, it was only a matter of time
before something serious happened on this stretch. Since then, traffic has grown considerably heavier, and we
feel the situation has now reached a critical point.

1. Concerns about the Tilbury Douglas proposal

We have looked at the development plans and are concerned that Tilbury Douglas appears to be taking the
cheapest possible route. The sketch simply moves one existing, largely ineffective speed cushion so it no longer
sits across their new entrance. Neither the contractor nor the council seems to have carried out a proper road
safety assessment for this stretch when the plans were approved. Shifting an already inadequate feature to make
way for a new access point does nothing to protect the public or address the wider traffic hazard here.




2. The current speed bumps do not work

The existing speed bumps are largely ineffective. HGVs and large lorries simply straddle them and pass over
almost flat, at speed. Motorcyclists routinely ride straight through the gap in the middle without slowing at all.
From around 6am, heavy lorries thundering over these cushions send vibrations through our houses strong
enough to shake them, and our neighbours feel it too.

3. This stretch has become a racetrack

Drivers use this straight section of Lechlade Road as an acceleration lane. Coming off the mini-roundabout at
Gravel Walk, vehicles accelerate hard past Canada Lane and Woodview, reaching full speed right outside our
homes, especially in summer when motorbikes and sports cars really open up. Coming the other way into
Faringdon, vehicles often hold speeds of 35-50mph until the very last moment before the roundabout. Pulling out
of our own driveways has become genuinely dangerous, with impatient drivers honking and swerving close past
us. The toll on pets and wildlife has already been heavy: our own cat was badly injured, and we know of at least
two neighbours' cats killed on this road.

The risk to pupils at the new SEND school is especially worrying. We have witnessed two cars written off and a
frightening near-miss involving a child, and our own daughter is now scared to cross the road outside our house.
It feels like only a matter of time before a child is hurt. Given that the school opposite is for pupils with special
educational needs and disabilities, who can be prone to running off or reacting unpredictably to loud engine
noise, the danger from high-speed traffic is even greater.

4. The previous speed survey was flawed

When speeds were monitored a few years ago in response to our earlier complaints, the cables were placed too
close to the mini-roundabout, where traffic had already slowed to around 20mph. This gave misleadingly low
results. For an accurate picture, we would ask that monitoring cables be placed in two more realistic locations:
just after entering Faringdon past Woodview Road, where incoming vehicles often approach 50mph, and directly
opposite the new school entrance near 56 Lechlade Road, where speeds regularly reach 35-40mph.

5. What we think needs to happen

Other roads nearby, such as Coxwell Road, Highworth Road and London Street, already have 20mph limits, but
a sign alone will not work here. The road is too straight and simply invites speeding without physical measures to
back it up. We would urge a staggered chicane combined with a full-width raised table outside the school
entrance, since a full-width table stops HGVs and motorbikes from dodging round it, and a properly enforced
20mph zone from Woodview Road to Canada Lane, backed by physical calming rather than signage alone.




6. Our legal concerns

Under Section 39 of the Road Traffic Act 1988, highway authorities have a statutory duty to study accidents and
take steps to prevent collisions when roads are altered. Under the Corporate Manslaughter and Corporate
Homicide Act 2007, both the council and a corporate developer such as Tilbury Douglas owe a duty of care
around safety management. Where those responsible are aware of a serious hazard and opt for the cheapest fix
rather than a proper risk assessment, a resulting fatality caused by a gross breach of that duty could expose the
organisation to prosecution. So that the corporate team at TD do not claim lack of knowledge of the issue, we
have notified the entire group so that they may decide among themselves who is responsible for actioning this
(and so avoid the corporate Grenfell Tower fiasco).

We are raising this formally now so there is a clear record that the council and Tilbury Douglas were warned, in
writing, of the specific hazards on this road, the inadequacy of the current measures, the flaws in the earlier
survey, and the added vulnerability of children attending the new SEND school. Should a serious or fatal incident
occur here involving a child, resident or member of the public, we will submit this letter to the Police, the Health
and Safety Executive and other relevant bodies as evidence that the risk was foreseen and not acted upon.

Please provide urgent written confirmation that this letter has been received, and details of when a formal,
independent risk and speed assessment will be carried out on this stretch of road.

(e9) Local resident,
(Faringdon, Lechlade
Road)

Object — As long-standing residents of Lechlade Road, we are raising urgent concerns about traffic speeds
outside our homes and the safety risks this poses to the community, particularly with the new school opening
directly opposite us.

We wrote to the council some years ago warning that without proper traffic calming, it was only a matter of time
before something serious happened on this stretch. Since then, traffic has grown considerably heavier, and we
feel the situation has now reached a critical point.

1. Concerns about the Tilbury Douglas proposal

We have looked at the development plans and are concerned that Tilbury Douglas appears to be taking the
cheapest possible route. The sketch simply moves one existing, largely ineffective speed cushion so it no longer
sits across their new entrance. Neither the contractor nor the council seems to have carried out a proper road
safety assessment for this stretch when the plans were approved. Shifting an already inadequate feature to make
way for a new access point does nothing to protect the public or address the wider traffic hazard here.




2. The current speed bumps do not work

The existing speed bumps are largely ineffective. HGVs and large lorries simply straddle them and pass over
almost flat, at speed. Motorcyclists routinely ride straight through the gap in the middle without slowing at all.
From around 6am, heavy lorries thundering over these cushions send vibrations through our houses strong
enough to shake them, and our neighbours feel it too.

3. This stretch has become a racetrack

Drivers use this straight section of Lechlade Road as an acceleration lane. Coming off the mini-roundabout at
Gravel Walk, vehicles accelerate hard past Canada Lane and Woodview, reaching full speed right outside our
homes, especially in summer when motorbikes and sports cars really open up. Coming the other way into
Faringdon, vehicles often hold speeds of 35-50mph until the very last moment before the roundabout. Pulling out
of our own driveways has become genuinely dangerous, with impatient drivers honking and swerving close past
us. The toll on pets and wildlife has already been heavy: our own cat was badly injured, and we know of at least
two neighbours' cats killed on this road.

The risk to pupils at the new SEND school is especially worrying. We have witnessed two cars written off and a
frightening near-miss involving a child, and our own daughter is now scared to cross the road outside our house.
It feels like only a matter of time before a child is hurt. Given that the school opposite is for pupils with special
educational needs and disabilities, who can be prone to running off or reacting unpredictably to loud engine
noise, the danger from high-speed traffic is even greater.

4. The previous speed survey was flawed

When speeds were monitored a few years ago in response to our earlier complaints, the cables were placed too
close to the mini-roundabout, where traffic had already slowed to around 20mph. This gave misleadingly low
results. For an accurate picture, we would ask that monitoring cables be placed in two more realistic locations:
just after entering Faringdon past Woodview Road, where incoming vehicles often approach 50mph, and directly
opposite the new school entrance near 56 Lechlade Road, where speeds regularly reach 35-40mph.

5. What we think needs to happen

Other roads nearby, such as Coxwell Road, Highworth Road and London Street, already have 20mph limits, but
a sign alone will not work here. The road is too straight and simply invites speeding without physical measures to
back it up. We would urge a staggered chicane combined with a full-width raised table outside the school
entrance, since a full-width table stops HGVs and motorbikes from dodging round it, and a properly enforced
20mph zone from Woodview Road to Canada Lane, backed by physical calming rather than signage alone.




6. Our legal concerns

Under Section 39 of the Road Traffic Act 1988, highway authorities have a statutory duty to study accidents and
take steps to prevent collisions when roads are altered. Under the Corporate Manslaughter and Corporate
Homicide Act 2007, both the council and a corporate developer such as Tilbury Douglas owe a duty of care
around safety management. Where those responsible are aware of a serious hazard and opt for the cheapest fix
rather than a proper risk assessment, a resulting fatality caused by a gross breach of that duty could expose the
organisation to prosecution. So that the corporate team at TD do not claim lack of knowledge of the issue, we
have notified the entire group so that they may decide among themselves who is responsible for actioning this
(and so avoid the corporate Grenfell Tower fiasco).

We are raising this formally now so there is a clear record that the council and Tilbury Douglas were warned, in
writing, of the specific hazards on this road, the inadequacy of the current measures, the flaws in the earlier
survey, and the added vulnerability of children attending the new SEND school. Should a serious or fatal incident
occur here involving a child, resident or member of the public, we will submit this letter to the Police, the Health
and Safety Executive and other relevant bodies as evidence that the risk was foreseen and not acted upon.

Please provide urgent written confirmation that this letter has been received, and details of when a formal,
independent risk and speed assessment will be carried out on this stretch of road.

(e10) Local resident,
(Faringdon, Lechlade
Road)

Object — As long-standing residents of Lechlade Road, we are raising urgent concerns about traffic speeds
outside our homes and the safety risks this poses to the community, particularly with the new school opening
directly opposite us.

We wrote to the council some years ago warning that without proper traffic calming, it was only a matter of time
before something serious happened on this stretch. Since then, traffic has grown considerably heavier, and we
feel the situation has now reached a critical point.

1. Concerns about the Tilbury Douglas proposal

We have looked at the development plans and are concerned that Tilbury Douglas appears to be taking the
cheapest possible route. The sketch simply moves one existing, largely ineffective speed cushion so it no longer
sits across their new entrance. Neither the contractor nor the council seems to have carried out a proper road
safety assessment for this stretch when the plans were approved. Shifting an already inadequate feature to make
way for a new access point does nothing to protect the public or address the wider traffic hazard here.




2. The current speed bumps do not work

The existing speed bumps are largely ineffective. HGVs and large lorries simply straddle them and pass over
almost flat, at speed. Motorcyclists routinely ride straight through the gap in the middle without slowing at all.
From around 6am, heavy lorries thundering over these cushions send vibrations through our houses strong
enough to shake them, and our neighbours feel it too.

3. This stretch has become a racetrack

Drivers use this straight section of Lechlade Road as an acceleration lane. Coming off the mini-roundabout at
Gravel Walk, vehicles accelerate hard past Canada Lane and Woodview, reaching full speed right outside our
homes, especially in summer when motorbikes and sports cars really open up. Coming the other way into
Faringdon, vehicles often hold speeds of 35-50mph until the very last moment before the roundabout. Pulling out
of our own driveways has become genuinely dangerous, with impatient drivers honking and swerving close past
us. The toll on pets and wildlife has already been heavy: our own cat was badly injured, and we know of at least
two neighbours' cats killed on this road.

The risk to pupils at the new SEND school is especially worrying. We have witnessed two cars written off and a
frightening near-miss involving a child, and our own daughter is now scared to cross the road outside our house.
It feels like only a matter of time before a child is hurt. Given that the school opposite is for pupils with special
educational needs and disabilities, who can be prone to running off or reacting unpredictably to loud engine
noise, the danger from high-speed traffic is even greater.

4. The previous speed survey was flawed

When speeds were monitored a few years ago in response to our earlier complaints, the cables were placed too
close to the mini-roundabout, where traffic had already slowed to around 20mph. This gave misleadingly low
results. For an accurate picture, we would ask that monitoring cables be placed in two more realistic locations:
just after entering Faringdon past Woodview Road, where incoming vehicles often approach 50mph, and directly
opposite the new school entrance near 56 Lechlade Road, where speeds regularly reach 35-40mph.

5. What we think needs to happen

Other roads nearby, such as Coxwell Road, Highworth Road and London Street, already have 20mph limits, but
a sign alone will not work here. The road is too straight and simply invites speeding without physical measures to
back it up. We would urge a staggered chicane combined with a full-width raised table outside the school
entrance, since a full-width table stops HGVs and motorbikes from dodging round it, and a properly enforced
20mph zone from Woodview Road to Canada Lane, backed by physical calming rather than signage alone.




6. Our legal concerns

Under Section 39 of the Road Traffic Act 1988, highway authorities have a statutory duty to study accidents and
take steps to prevent collisions when roads are altered. Under the Corporate Manslaughter and Corporate
Homicide Act 2007, both the council and a corporate developer such as Tilbury Douglas owe a duty of care
around safety management. Where those responsible are aware of a serious hazard and opt for the cheapest fix
rather than a proper risk assessment, a resulting fatality caused by a gross breach of that duty could expose the
organisation to prosecution. So that the corporate team at TD do not claim lack of knowledge of the issue, we
have notified the entire group so that they may decide among themselves who is responsible for actioning this
(and so avoid the corporate Grenfell Tower fiasco).

We are raising this formally now so there is a clear record that the council and Tilbury Douglas were warned, in
writing, of the specific hazards on this road, the inadequacy of the current measures, the flaws in the earlier
survey, and the added vulnerability of children attending the new SEND school. Should a serious or fatal incident
occur here involving a child, resident or member of the public, we will submit this letter to the Police, the Health
and Safety Executive and other relevant bodies as evidence that the risk was foreseen and not acted upon.

Please provide urgent written confirmation that this letter has been received, and details of when a formal,
independent risk and speed assessment will be carried out on this stretch of road.

B. Online responses:

RESPONDENT

COMMENTS

(o1) Local resident,
(Faringdon, Bennett
Road)

Object — It works fine where it is.

(02) Local resident,
(Faringdon, Gilligans
Way)

Object — Existing traffic calming measures are "pillow" speed humps (not sure of the right term). These are
adequate, but not the best solution for traffic calming. A priority restriction (priority to leaving Faringdon) with
space for bicycle access to the side would be far better.




(03) Local resident,
(Faringdon, Lechlade
Road)

Object — At present the traffic travels too fast along Lechlade Road. The speed humps that are currently in place
are insufficient - they are too narrow and can be easily straddled by lorries, vans and farm vehicles and can be
avoided by those on motorcycles.

(o4) Local resident,
(Faringdon, Marlborough
Street)

Object — Not convinced these work, | thought they were no longer considered good practice. | do accept there
are speed issues from Lechlade Road. Maybe a speed camera would be more effective.

(o5) Local resident,
(Faringdon, Marlborough
Close)

Object — Its fine where it is go spend your money on pot holes. | object on the grounds it is poor value for money.

(06) Local resident,
(Eaton Hastings, A417)

Object — Serves no purpose

(o7) Local resident,
(Faringdon, Chestnut
Avenue)

Partially support/concerns — It appears to improve the vehicle access to the school

(08) Local resident,
(Faringdon, Marborough
Close)

Partially support/concerns — | think current speed humps can stay as slow down traffic coming into to faringdon

(09) Local resident,
(Faringdon, Tuckers
Road)

Partially support/concerns — Existing speed humps are all in a very poor state of repair. Little value in adding
two new ones if the rest are not maintained or repaired.

(010) Local resident,
(Faringdon, Russ
Avenue)

Support — Current location is not sufficient in calming traffic entering the town

(011) Local resident,
(Faringdon, Turnbull
Close)

No objection/No opinion — | don'’t think it will affect us so no comments to make apart from the fact that it might
be costly to do for just 14 metres.




